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ing Could you have found a man.perhaps one. f
hut could you have found ten men, twenty-fire (
years ago. who would have hazarded their repu- f
laiion on notch it declaration ? I had, at that pe- «

riod. some intercourse with .Southern gentleman, j
and found them free to express a decided opinion h

that the institution who a curse to them; and I ,

need not tell you who it w is who said, 141 tremble
for my country when I reflect that God is just "

Hut, sir. I must hasten to a conclusion: the
sands of my brief hour are wasting. I have
naked. Is slavery of such high and holy origin as
to give it sanction ? Does it stand justified on
the plea of humanity ? Does it promote the best
good of the country? Does it create the best
state of society ? Does it promote the peace and
harmony of the country ? Does it shed honor on
the American nunc and character? What claim
has it for extension under the Constitution ? Sir,
I have given some attention to these particulars,
and trust I have shown that the system, and especiallythe extension of the system, must fall
w hen tried by any of these considerations.

Hut, Mr. Chairman, let me return to the bill
under consideration. California stands at our
door for admission, every way qualified to come
into the family of States. I ier Constitution is
here, her members are here, and what hinders?
Is not one State a large enough subject, or of
sufficient importance to engross our attention in
one bill ? Must w e load down this younger sister
with burdens too heavy to bear? Must we have

My vote is ready whenever the preposition is
offered. She has prohibited slavery. I honor
her for her wisdom. I rejoice ia the triumph of
freedom in her councils; and believe that under
this banner she is destined to become a great and
noble State. Perhaps.indeed it is almost certain.someof her cities arc destined to become
among the greatest marts of trade in the world.
California is now a valuable customer to her sisterStates, (if we may call her a sister ) she is
rising in importance every day. How long shall
we trespass upon her patience or keep from her
those privileges and honors to which she is so

justly entitled ?
I cannot say what she twiy do. 1 believe she is

loyal in her feelings, and ardent in her attachmentto this Union. I.et us not quench, by delay,those patriotic and holy fires that now burn
in her bosom, but let us hasten to extend to her
the hand of fellowship, that, in mutual barinony
of feeling and action, we may mingle our efforts
for the common good of our country.our w hole
country.

Mr. Chairman, it has been common for some

gentlemen to explain their position, and how they
intend to vote, on the great questions relating to
California and the Territories. I have already
said that 1 desire to vote for California alone. In
relation to the other Territories, it is nty wish to
give them Territorial Governments, in which the
Ordinance of 17*7 or the Wibnot Proviso, shall

IW (irfcUhMMH iham1 V,1 s' ili*,,):mI
represent, to vote, in all the stages of the business,
in accordance with these principles, and against
the extension of slavery iu any manner or
form.

I understand, Mr. Chairman, that the supportersof slavery intend to publish a paper in this
city to vindicate the institution, ami change the
sentiment of the country, and perhaps of the
world, on that subject. Sir, a philosopher once

thought he could overturn the world with lever,
power: this power, like that of the press, will
do wonders hut tho lever must have a fulcrum,
and the press must, have some redeeming principlesthat belong to heaven or earth, before public
opinion can be changed with regard to slavery,
by its action. Talk of breaking down the spirit
of freedom by a newspaper! The man would be
wiser, who should take his bow and arrow, and,
standing on the western steps of this Capitol,
suppose ho could, by a single shot, tunnel the
Alleghany. I le might be vain enough to suppose
the passage was opened through the mountain,
but he would find it, on examination, unbroken
and untouched And so will the bulwarks of
freedom remain unbroken, notwithstanding all
the efforts of such a press, or a hundred like it,
in this city.

isur, ivir. ' nairman, nave Ham owning aooui

the dissolution of thin Union. .Should I lie fined,
or Huffer any penalty, if I should omit to do ho?
I confess sir, such a thought its the dissolution
of this Union has not the faintest hold on my
mind; nnd the responses that come up from those
parts of the Union where I expected to hear the
most of it, are so faint in support of tho rauchtalked-ofNashville Convention, that I am led to
)ip)ii>vp that (lie tire which lirmlneed the snarks
kixI smoke, in weeks past. Inks nearly, if not quite,
gone out. I say, for one, let it <lie. I have no
wish to disturb its sleeping embers. The People
must govern; they will govern; and in their
hands the Union is safe.

VIKIil.MA STATK roWKMKlN.
We have the official vote on the question of

calling a Convention in Vikoinia for the purpose
of revising the Constitution of that State. The
election for delegates will take place on Thursday,the '22d of August; and the Convention will
meet in Richmond on Monday, the I Itb of October

Convention .... 46,318
No Convention .... *20,-1 Mi

m Majority for Convention - 2.1,852
Soi tii Cakoi.ina Svnatok .Wo learn from

the C/mrl'sloti i 'ourwr, that Governor Senbrook,
of South Carolina, has appointed the I Ion Robert
W. Rarnwell Senator to Congress from that
State, in place of Mr. Klinorc, deceased. Mr.
Barnwell i.v now at Nashville, in attendance on
the Southern Convention, lie was formerly a

Representative in Congress, and for several years
the able and popular President of the College of
South Carolina.
Tm: Nicaiuoca Tkkatt..it gives us pleasure

to state to our readers that authentic information
has reached this Government, of the full npSrovalby the British Government of the treaty
appily concluded in this city between Mr.SecretaryClayton and Sir Henry llulwcr, for the udjustmentof all points of the Nicaragua question,

as between the Government of the United States
and that of Great Britain.

Marti.am> Convention Election..The
moft Am-1unn publishes a table, showing olhcially
the vote c;»>t at the recent election for and agninet
exiling a convention to amend the Constitution.
The result is

For a Convention ... 23,777
Ag«u>-t n < on vent ion . .

Majority for a Convention - 17,(117

We regret to learn thst the lion. L. IV CampMi,one of (he Representatives from Ohio has
been »u<lJcnljr culled home by the daugerouH indispositionof a member of his family. 11(. baa
we understand," paired ofl " with a uieioher of the
opposite party, for the fortnight that he expecta
to be absent.

-..

The New Hampshire Legislature met at Concordon Wednesday and orgauiied Mr. Richard
Jennt sH was unanimously chosen President of the
{Senate, and Nathaniel B Baker Speaker of the
House.the latter receiving 197 out of 865 rotes
cast It win expected (hat the Governor would
deliver his rnessnge the next day

Gbnxkai. i.oi-k/.We learn that the United
{Stales District Attorney at New Orleans, acting
under instructions from the Department of State,
issued by direction of the President, caused Gen-

a compounu aose: must we mane ner carry a
load to break down her liifrh and noble spirit ?
Must she, and must the spirit of Freedom in this
73y-.\ T '"7 ?*CT2f.:t in other territory, *

price for her reception ? 1 have long observed
that no measure which wocW ant sfan<i <?u its
own merits was worthy to be carried at all. Sir,
let us take one measure at a time.let us finish
one job at a time, and especially a measure of so
much importance as the admission of a State into
this Union.

Mr. Chairman, I do not question the motives of
the honorable gentleman from Illinois, who has
introduced a bill, embracing several important
subjects. He declared, in his place, that he offeredit as a peace-offering, and 1 doubt not his
sincerity; but 1 very much doubt the propriety
of the measure. And I will go further, and say,
that beyond all question, in my mind, such a combinationof subjects of such magnitude is improper.It will certainly embarrass, for u time
at least, the admission of California, if it does not
defeat it for a long period. What effect inuy we

calculate this delay will have on the feelings of
the citizens of California, on her high-minded
Senators and Representatives, ready, here, to
enter upon their public duties? Are not the interestsof California suffering an l bleeding for
want of legislation ? and such legislation as her
own representatives are best able to explain 1
Are not our hardy sons there, and going there inImultitudes? Does not every consideration of in-
terest and honor press upo» us the necessity of
ii-uzvii vtc action in hr* " *'i* it
patriotic, to give her the cold shoulder, because '

there are other subjects of a national character <

about which we are not ,<o well agreed ? Must n ]
man who has a clear title to his farm or his house. j
known to he so to all.b-» kept from the posses- ^
sion of it because his neighbor has trouble about

this title or his boundaries? It is unjust. '

I stand here, sir, the advocate of the immediate
admission of California, alone; without any en-
nrtfrlinrr Iti tlisll'-iftt iter ftr tft11*

T
ral Lopet, commander of the late expe<tition to
^uha, to he arrested in that city, on the 7ih iust.,
or a violation of the act of Congress of the ,'Oih
f April, 1818. General L. «u taken before the
tdge of the United States district court for exnnnation.
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NON-INTERVENTION.
We call uttention to the report on our first

page of the debate in the Seuate on the policy of
Non-intervention. It will he observed thut there
is a aide ditforence of opinion concerning the

doctrine, between GeneralCasa and his Northern
fnllftw *>r*i nn nnc miiIp Ami lit a Sintithrrn fripn«l<d

on the other. The General holds that the Constitutionconfers no power on Congress to instituteTerritorial Governments.hut. that as such
Governments are necessary, Congress derives the
right to frame them from "a moral Mcttsih/;n
that this right should therefore he exercised only
so far as " moral nttxstily" may demand, and consequentlyis exhausted in the act of giving the
Territories forms of government; that the right
of legislation on their own concerns belongs to

the People thereof, that, should Congress fail to

give them forms of Government, their power of

legislating fir themselves would still he complete.andthat this power embraces in its scope
the whole question of Slavery as it affects themselves.

This doctrine was advocated by the Northern

supporters of Gen. Cass at the late Presidential
canvass, as the only true Democratic, national doctrine.On the platform of policy it contemplated,
all sections might harmonize. While it wascnleulated

to still agitation und maintain the harmony
of the Republic, it would accomplish all that the
Wilmot Proviso sought to effect. The People of

the Territories were opposed to Slavery; and if

left to themselves, would take good care to exclude
it: besides, the Mexican laws prohibiting slavery,
were in force, and, under the Non-Intervention
doctrine, they would continue to operate.
Now, we ask our Democratic readers to examine
the dehate reported on our first page. Let

them compare notes with their Southern friends,
and see how delightfully they agree. Mr. King
of Alabama, commenting on tj>e remarks of Mr.

Douglas of Illinois, urging the policy of Non-ln-
.-?r\cntion, as proclc.fort' "*

.,
ihnrges him with delivering a Free Soil, Wilmot
Proviso speech. Mr Davis of Mississippi kindly
nforms General Cass that he was supported at
:hc South as the less of two evils, between which
i choice had to he made. The doctrine of Non-
Intervention. Bet forth hy the standard-bearer of
the Democracy in 1MIS, is characterised as the
Wilrnot Proviso in disguise.as the worst, most
att'eusive form of slavery restriction.
What, then, do these Southern Democrats mean'

by Non-intervention in relation to Slavery?
Non-Prohibition, but not Non-Protection. They
discard with contempt the dogma that Congress
has no authority to legislate for the Territories.
They hold that the moment a Territorial Governmentis established hy that body, the Constitutionof the United States is extended by implication

over the Territory, abrogating any local laws
which may prohibit slavery ; that it is the solemnduty of Congress to establish such a Government,and to refrain from interfering to preventthe extension of slavery. They demand
such intervention by Congress, as, according to
their view of the Constitution, extends Slavery,
and protest against intervention by that body
against this extension. This is their theory of
Non-intervention.
As to the doctrine that the People of the Territorieshave a right to legislate for themselves,

they scout it with derision. That a few adventurersin Territories belonging to the United
States have the right to pass laws divesting of the
character of property whatever any of the States

m »i »gi in iVif .y j
moment. It is the duty of Congress to forbid
such legislation.to restrain the Territorial Legislaturefrom prohibiting Slavery, and also from
establishing it, because if it may establish, it
may prohibit it. Hut while the Legislature is to
be forbidden to prohibit, it is a violation of the
constitutional rights of the South to forbid it to

protect, Slavery!
The bill reported by the Committee of Thirteenproposed to prevent the Territorial Legislaturefrom passing nny law " m respect to slavery."This clause was met with the most determinedresistance by the Democrats of the SouthTheynever would vote for it. Whnt' make an

iuvidiouM distinction between slave property and
other species of property! Prevent the TerritorialLegislature from passing laws to protect propertyin slaves ! A inonstrouH indignity !
The clause gave rise to a debate which ran

through two or three weeks; and, at last, the
Southern Democrats accomplished their object:
by the aid of three men from the free States, two
of them Democrats, they succeeded in substitutingfor the word* " m resject to slavery,n the words
" estallishinif. or ftrohihitintf shieenj).thus leaving
the Legislature at liberty to pass laws to enforce
the claims of slaveholders, aud keep slaves in subjection,should they be introduced iu the Territories.This change was made on the demand of
the Southern Democrats, every one of whom, exceptHenton, voted for it.
We can now contrast Northern and Southern

Non-Intervention.or, rather, the Non-interventionof General Lass and that of Jefferson Davis:
l'.in Non-Intervention. Itarn Non- Intermit ton.
Nu power in CoiineM to 1. Plenary power in Conf-t«MI«h IVrritorlal Govern- (rrrns to t--<tabli.sb Territorial

m*ut. Government
* Jut > of < 'iitijfrcNN to '2. I'he duty of Contfr»»sn to

fe hcti »..»! (Joferuutciit eflt«l>lirth such tiovrrnmmt
in iu«u.we.| liy moral neoe»- In Imposed by the ( onntitn

Ity.''ti<>n.
.'I {'iingr#** Imn no right 3. Congress has full right

whatsoever to legislate for to legislate for the TerritothtTerritories, nor l« It ne- ries, and It in necessary.
I'esaary.

I 'I'll# Mexican lawn con- 4. The Mexican lawn do
tinue in force iu the Territo- not continue in force in the
ry till rc|n ale1 liy competent Territorien, being ahrogatixl
authority.which authority liy the Federal Constitution,
in found in the Territorial
Legislature.
5 The People of the Terri- 5. The People of the Territories,if Congress neglect to torien, if Coogresa neglect to

give them Government, hare give them Government, mint
the right to govern them- do the bent they can, but
nelren, and exclude nlavery. they hare no right to exclude

slavery.0. The People of (he Ter- li. The People of the Terrttorlaa,under a form of ritortes, under a form of
Government given by Con- Government given by Congress,have a right to legix- green, have no right to legis
late for tbemnelven, and uuy late for theumetrea anyftifeitherentablieh or prohibit ther than exprenn power in
slavery. given to them by Congress,

and have no light toentablinh
or prohibit nlavery.

7. Congress usurps power 7. Congress ban power ami
when it attempts to rentraiu In Iwmnd to use It, to prevent
the People of the Territorien the People of the Territorien
from entahlinliing or proliib- from entablinhiiig or prohib
iting or regulatlrg llavery, iting nlavery, but It ban no
an tliey pleane. power to prevent tliem from

rtottiling it.
S Noii Intervention meaun, T.iScrTir.tion »«!»,

leaving to the People of a leaving to the People of a

Territory the decision of the Territory, no option an to
question whether they will the acceptance or rejeotion of
entertain or reject alarery. slavery, but nitnply the privilegeof protecting it.

ivir. wougias protesiea earnestly agamst me

restrictive clause in the bill of the Committee of
Thirteen, and particularly when it was amended
on the motion of a Whig Senator from Georgia,
so as to restrain the Territorial Legislature from
prohibiting or establishing Slavery, leaving it the

privilege of protecting it. He declared that the
idoption of such a restriction was in the very
teeth of the Nicholson letter.that it would
stultify the Democratic party.that it wus an intuitto General Case, who hud heea struck down
ror standing by the policy of Non-intervention.
Hut his 1 >eiuocratio hrethron from the South were

inexorable. Party weighs nothing against Slavery,in their estimation. They care more for
the aHceudency of the Slave Power, and their own
domination, than they do for the feelings of GeneralCass, or the consistency of his Northern followers.On the motion of Mr. Douglas to strike
out the restrictive clause,bo as to leave the whole
i|uestion of Slavery to be disposed of by the
People of the Territories according to their own
judgment, every Southern Democrat voted in the
negative, and so the restrictive clause stands as
an essential part of the bill. In other words,

HE NATIONAL EIL
General Cass nice urnbe to Colonel Darin; the

Non-intervention of Mississippi supersedes that

of Michigan.
The question arises, will the General and his

Northern followers in Congress vote for a bill
containing a complete and contemptuous denial of
their boasted doctrine of Non-intervention? Will

they give the lie to all their previous declarations
of opinion, and, to use the language of Mr.

Douglas. "stultify" themselves and their party
at the North? We fear they will. That
"moral MMW.d/y," the "higher law" of General
Cass, iii which he finds a warrant for doing what
the Constitution does not nuthorixe, will doubtless

be alleged in justification. If it justify an unconstitutionalact, why not an inconsistent one ?

If it authorixc the General to go beyond the

Constitution, why not beyonl his creed? T^l
u moral esMity which is a higher l aw than thS
"(institution is certainly a higher law thanj^H
Nicholson Letter He and his followers in IkhH
IlotMN will vote for a bill, denying to the peopIP
of a Territory the power to prohibit slavery, and
then assemble at Baltimore in solemn Convention
and resolve that Noii-IiJervmtion, that is, leaving
to the people of a Territory the right to settle the

Uuestiou of Slavery for themselves, is, has always
been, and must be, the genuine, national, Democraticpolicy!

Well, we shall see how many Democrats of the
"! J- ' 1- -r .1 Nil?..oil.

i\orm win j'in in iuis worn ui Brii-3iuiuin.,.i...u.

l!ut let no Northern Democrat, who stands preparedto sustain this bill, with its utter repudiation
of the doctrines of the Nicholson Letter)

have the hardihood hereafter to prate with lying
tongue abont wisdom of the Non-intervention
policy, the truly Democratic principle of leaving
to the people of a Territory the right to decide
for themselves the question of Slavery !

MESSRS. CLAY AM WEBSTER.
We ask the attention of our readers to the

course of Messrs Clay and Webnter, as indicated
by their votes in our Congressional record.
Mr. Clay, since the death of Mr. Calhoun,

seems to be regarded by the Slaveholding Interest,as its most efficient protector. No one can

fail to observe that the tone of his speeches has

undergone a change, which adapts them more to

Southern feeiings. He is less tolerant towards
Northern sentiment, and appoars more inclined
to entertain propositions of amendment emanatingfrom the slaveholding members Thus, he
votwl Vcr !tor ikj/m 'r *?c. 4*fY' *,
sippi intended ns a recognition by implication of
slavery in the Territories and against that of
Mr. Chase, designed to exclude the implication,
lie voted against the application of the Ordinance
of 17^7, and for the substitution of the words,
" or prohibiting or establishing slavery,'' for the
words " in respect to slavery," because the ProSlaverymen insisted that the latter prohibited
police regulations for the system, lie voted
against the motion of Mr. Hale to insert after
the word "prohibiting," the word allowing".a
motion designed to prevent the Territorial Legisln)u.nfm.ti t.r.u>An,!inir nn t h i» riHM11mnlimi that

slavery was already in the Territories. He
voted against the motion of Mr. Walker to abolishpeon slavery. "We do not know," said he,
"its minute operations, its relations to society, its
effects upon the Indians, its tendency towards
their civilization!" Recollect, peou slavery is
slavery for debt, which by the miserable contrivancesof law is made virtually perpetual and hereditary.What a wonderful civilizer it must
he! He voted, too, against Mr. Baldwin'ssmcndment,declaring the Mexican luws prohibiting
slavery in the Territories still in force. It will
be recollected that in the Compromise resolutions
submitted by Mr Clny in the early part of the
session, he athrmed that slavery did not exist in
the Territories, either by law or in fact.in his
speeches in support of them, he repeatedly declaredthat Mexican laws prohibiting slavery in the
Territories were still in force, a fact which should
induce the North to desist from urging the Wil1uuuW'l.ifrc isejsm'ii1 in
did he not admit this fact. But, this doctrine
was sternly denied by the South, so that, when
the whole subject was referred to a Committee
of Thirteen, it was found convenient to omit any
allusion to it. Since the report of the Committee
has been under discussion, the Southern Senators
have repeatedly and solemnly protested against
the doctrine. Hence, when the time for voting
cnine, Mr. Baldwin deemed it necessary to take
the aense of the Senate on the question, to see

whether the North was indeed to receive any
equivalent for the sacrifice of the Proviso; and
he put his amendment in a form embodying the
doctrine in regard to the Mexican law, as promulgatedby Mr. Clny himself. In the 27th section,
after the word "slavery," in the 6th line, he
moved to add these words." it being hereby intendedand declared that the Mexican laws prohibitingslavery shall be and remain in force in
the said Territories, until altered or repealed by
Congress " In the course of a spirited speech
sustaining his amendment, he said

u The (lintiliflrui*hc<1 p.huirm in nf iKo f»AmmiL
tee who reported tbin bill has himself declared to
the Senate that such in his understanding of the
law ; that, if we puss this bill, the Mexican law
will remain in force , and he has gone so far as to
affirm that, if It were not ho, if such were not to
he the law, he would himself be opposed to the bill;
for he would never vote for any bill that would have
the effect of extendinz slavery to Territories
now ftce. My own opinion, sir, is in accordance
with that of the distinguished chairman of the
committee, that, if wc pass this bill, the Mexlcau
laws will remain in force prohibiting slavery,and
that the Territorial Legislature will not have the
power to repeal or change those laws, by its own
legislation, under the provisions of this bill. Hut,
that is not the opinion of other and distinguished
Senators who have delivered their sentiments in
the course of this dehate. The Senator from
Georgia, [Mr. Berrien,] for example, has, on the
other hand, expressed the opinion that, by the
establishment of Territorial Governments, the
Mexican laws upon this subject will be abrogated,
and that slavery may, under the Constitution and
laws of the United States, which will then be iu
force there, be carried into those Territories notwithstandingthe original prohibition in the Mexicanlaws.
The object of my amendment is merely to declarewhat we ourselves intend. We are enactioga law which we wish the people to understand.1 low can we expect this, when Senators

upon this side of the Chamber understand it in
one sense, and Senators upon the other side of
lie Chamber any they understand it in a ditf.>r
ent sense ?

u Let us, then, not deal with the people :r> ambiguouslanguage, but let us declare plainly,
frankly, what we do mean and when we have
intelligibly expressed what a majority of theSenateunderstand the law to he, if this bill is passed,
then the people of these Territories will know
from us what wc intend to declare the will of the
American People to he''
Mr. Clay denounced this motion with great

warmth, as Hn attempt t: to get another form of
the Wilmot Proviso introduced." " No, sir,"
said Mr. Baldwiu, ' it is the stutu quo which 1
propose."

' Mr. Clay. Very well; what is that statu quo
but the Wilmot Proviso? Is it not equivalent to
he Wilmot Proviso? And will not one expressionof this btrly satisfy the .Senator from Connecticuthimself, without prolonging the discussionday alter day, lacking only a little variety of
expression, upon substantially the same proposition?"
Mr. Baldwin did not yield to the overhearing

demeanor of Mr Clay, but advocated his amendmentwith renewed spirit nud vigor. Referring
to a rem ark of Mr. Berrien, one of the Commit,
tee of Thirteen, that ouo of the propositions of
the report recognised " Texas as the rightful proprietorof the soil which the United States proposedto acquire from that State," he said.

" Now, sir, if Texas is to be deemed the rightfulproprietor of the soil and jurisdiction of the
territory to be ceded to tho Uuited States upon
the terms proposed in this bill, what will be
olainted to follow? Why, sir, that the law of
Texas, and not the law of Mexico, prevails over
this entire Territory that we rooeive it as slave
territory, although, in point of fact, Texas has
never for one moment exerolsed jurisdiction over

it; hut it has been, from the time of its first prohibitionof slavery, under the Mexican law, down
to the present time, as much dedicated to freedom
as the soil of .any free State in the Union. If

A

Washington, d.
the honorable Seuatr from Georgia (Mr. Berrien]understands corectly what will be the relationof the people t this Territory to the Governmentof the Untid States, when this cession
is made.if he is oorcct in his opinion, that we
shall recognise Texs ss the proprietor of this
territory, then, sir, i will follow that the Texan
law.the law of slavry.will be claimed by Senatorswho oonour wife that distinguished Senator
in opinion to be the aw of the Territory It is,
sir, to exclude any neh conclusion that I have
offered this atnendmat."

Certainly, the reoons alleged by Mr. Baldwin
were all-sufficient to how the reasonableness and
necessity of his ameilmefet But Mr. Clay could
see nothing in it but he^Vilmot Proviso, though
a declaration of whathe himself had formerly assertedas a Truth of ^w-and he voted against
it. The following ae the yeas and nays on the

ft^dment
.Messrs. laid win, Bradbury, Bright,

Corwn, Davis of Mosaachusetts,
^^^^^^Dpdge of Visconsin, Douglas, Felch,

11 unit), Miller. Norris, Seward,
an^^WBmith, Sprance. Upham, Walker, and
Whitcomb.s».
"Navs.Messrs. Afthison. Badger. Bell. Benton.

Berrien, Borland, Hitler, Cass, Clay, Clemens,
Davis of Mississipp Dawson. Dickinson, Dodge
of Iowa, Downs, Foce, Houston, Hunter, Jones,
King, Mangum, Mnon. Morton, Pearce, Pratt,
Rusk,Sebastian, Sou*.Sturgeon,Turney, Underwood,and Yulee.Tf."
So Mr. Clay, yaxt ot me ses-

sion won praises at tie North by his bold utter-
tnoe of the " Truth of Law " that the Mexican
Laws prohibiting savery were still in force in
the Territories, wlen the question was made
practical, and it became important to hare it settledby a solemn detWration, roted against the
proposition aflirmfcifihis Truth

Let ns hear no more of Henry Clay's liberal
sentiments on the Slavery Question.
So much for on; of the most distinguished

leaders of the Wbg party. Let us review tho
votes of another <f them, Mr. Webster. We
shall not go back tothe time when Mr. Webster
decided the questioi of a Compromise Committee
against the North, subsequently, however, when
his vole could not tirn the scale, giving it for the
North. That is hit way.
June 5th, when tie Senate began to vote on the

amendments to the Omnibus bill, he supported the
proviso of Mr. Chase to the amendment of Mr.
Davis of Mississippi, and, when it was lost, voted
against that amendment. The virtq^of these
votes is somewhat impaired by the fact, that
there was scarcely any probability that either of
the amendments would pass. fte ytupon&ou
which was really intended to be passed was that
of Mr. Berrien of Georgia, inserting the words,
" prohibiting or establishing," instead of " in respect

to," so as to leave the Territorial Legislatureat liberty to jwotHl slavery, should it creep
into the Territories; and for this, Mr. Wtbtler
total, in company with Mr. Sturgeon of Pennsylvania,Mr. Dickinson of New York, nnd Mr.
Jones of Iowa, the only Senators from the free
States in the affirmative Ilad their votes been
recorded against the amendment, the vote would
have stood.yeas 26, nays 31.
Then came ^>e motion of Mr. Hale, to prohibit

the Territorial Legislature from " allowing" sla-

very, ana nere again we nuu :vir. ** fu»nr young

nay, in company with tbe slaveholders, and with
Messrs. Bright, Cass, Cooper, Dickinson, Dodge
Jones and Sturgeon, from the free States. Mr.
Webster did not use to be found in such company.
On the question of abolishing peon slavery, he

stood shoulder to shoulder with the same gentlemen,voting against its abolition in company with
the slaveholders, and with Messrs. Bright, Cooper,Dickinson, Smith, and Sturgeon. (Mr. Cass,
tbe great enemy of Austrian oppression, and all
sorts of white slavery, was unfortunately absent,
when this vote was taken. Can any one tell how
he would have voted ?)
Mr. Webster subsequently voted against Mr.

Yulee's amendment..
The moment the vote on this amendment was

announce*), Mr. Baldwin introduced his nmenduumU»ffinaiaa. jhc. M UVBBtifi rf VUt
mark that Mr. W ilahi dimppearett Jairt about
this time, was absent duriug the spirited discussionthat arose, and also when the question was

taken on the amendment. As Mr. Baldwin offeredhis amendment the moment the result of
the vote on that of Mr. Yuleo was announced, as

Mr. Webster voted on the latter, ami his name is
the last but two on the record, he must either
have disappeared while the votes were being
counted, (a process which occupies scarcely more

than two or three minutes.) or when he saw Mr.
Baldwin rise with his amendment. Our strong
impression is that that was the moment of his dertfti-fnPAWp mini# that ivkninvo* »nav

.. ........... ,U1.J
be the private views of Mr. Webster, he has not
at any time duriDg the present session given the
least. intimation of his opinion in regnrd to the
important question on which almost every leading
Senator has expressed his sentiments.the questionwhether the Mexican Laws prohibiting slaveryare in force or not in the Territories. Had
he been present when the question was taken on

Mr. Baldwin's amendment, his position would
have been tested. I lo must either have voted yea
or nay. The fair presumption is that he chose to
do neither, and therefore absented himself.
Enough.will any idolater of Henry Clay or

Daniel Webster please inform us what the cause
of Freedom and of Progress has to hope from
their counsels or efforts/ Preserve the record
we have given of their votes, as well as that we

give in another column of the votes of Mr. Cass.
It will be useful hereafter. If the men of Buffalo
of is ts be true to themselves, Hunkerism in IStVJ
will receive its eternal quietus.

THE SENATE AND PEO.Y SLAVERY.
It is marvellous wifhwhat tender assiduity the

Senate watches over the interests of Slavery.
how promptly it repels any movement that may
remotely affect them? After the Wilmot Provisohad been voted down a few days ago, after
all amendments intended to guard the interests
of Freedom in the Territories had been rejected,
after an amendment securing a contingent advantagefor slavery had been carried, Mr. Walker
of Wisconsin moved to insert next to the word
"slavery," the following.u Ami yon slavry n

nbolishf'l ami/orrtYr prohibit I'll in thf. xnvl Territory!"
llndor the uynt«m~«f poesag*, * person m»y he

aold for debt. and held in servitude till he shall
work it out The system is so contrived as to
make the bondage not only perpetual, but hereditary; and it Is penal for any employer to take
into his service a subject of such bondage, withouta certificate from his former employer, that
he has no claim upon him. There is now a large
number of peons in the Territories ; the system
is in active operation, and it has no respect to
color. White Americans, if they should be unfortunate,might find themselves reduced to this
servile condition, without hope of release. What
possible objection oould an American body of
legislators have to the abolition of such oppression7 But Mr. Walker's amendment was at
once opposed by Southern Senators, who raised
Ik* or* of intprfereneo with vPktsd riirktut Mr

Dayton of New Jersey, unreasonably acquiescing
in this notion, moved to amend by restricting ths
operation of the amendment to the future. lYndingthis, an adjournment was moved and carried
The subject wae resumed the next day, (Thurs
day, June Oth.) when Messrs. Seward and Douglasadvocated the abolition of the system, and
Messrs. Hunter, Rask, Foote, Clay, Dickinson,
&o, insisted that Non-iuterference was the safe
policy. Mr. Douglas said, he, too, would favor
this policy, had not the Senate, the day before,
resolved not to leave to the People the business
of legislating for themselves Since the Senate
had disregarded Noa-Intervention in the case of
African slavery, he did not see sny good reason
for abstaining from intervention in the case of
peon slavery. He want for the abolition of a

system which made slaves of white men.

Uut the slaveholders did not appreciate such
logic. As African slavery is not now in the Territories,they thought it !>est to prohibit the Too-

C., JTTNE 13, 1860.
pic from preventing its introduction; but, an

Peon slavery is already there, they wish it to n

continue without restriction. Of course, they o

had their way the amendment was rejected by a

the following vote:
Ykas.Messrs Baldwin, Benton, Bradbury, b

Chase, Corwio, Davis of Massachusetts, Dodge of v

Wisconsin, Dodge of Iowa, Douglas, Kelrh, |
Greene, Hale, Hamlin, Jones, Norris, Seward,
Shields, Sprnance, Upharn,and Walker.-'0.
Navs.Messrs Atchison, Badger, Bell, Ber- b

rien, Borland, Bright, Butler, Clay, Clemens, t

Cooper, Davis of Mississippi, Dawson, Dickin- c
son, Downs, Foote, Houston, Hunter, King, Mangum,Mason, Morton, Pearce, Pratt, Rusk, Se- v

bastian. Smith, SoulC Sturgeon, Turney, Under- f
wood, Webster, and Yulee..'12 1

Benton, the only Senator from a slavcholding J
State, voting for its abolition, while Senators c

Bright, Cooper, Dickinson, Smith, Sturgeon, end <

Webster, from the free States, voted again it its }

abolition.three Whig* and three Democrats. fl

Gen. Cass was absent. On nearly all the incidental ij
questions springing up in connection with slavery,it will be found that the slaveholders, acting
in a body, carry enough Northern men with them
to accomplish their purposes.

A SCENE IN THE SENATE.
MESftKS. DAWMIS AMI HALE.

Mr. Hale is one of the best tempered and most

humorous members of the Senate; and withal,
distinguished for his bolduess, readiness, and
independence. No one more studiously avoids
otTensivo personalities; but he has rendered himselfobnoxious to many by the ardor with which
he defends the cause of freedom, the promptness
with which he exposes every insidious assault

upon its interests, and the frequency of his referenceto the sentiment and will of constituencies
represented by Northern Senators about to yield
to the demands of the Slave Power.

Besides, he is entirely destitute of superstitious
reverence for gr. at men, being as apt to dissent
from Mr. Webster, or oppose Mr. Clay, or to
make merry with the inconsistencies of General
Cass, as if they were ordinary flesh and blood.
Such freedom and irreverence could not be

suffered to go unrebuked. The sensibilities of
Senators who had been annoyed by his constant
efforts to save freedom from being wouuded by
professed friends, the feelings of "loading men/'
whose leadership he had rejected, demanded the

condign punishment of the culprit. Last Satur.!..«».... tkn ti.na oknattn fr>r hia iinhli,- hnmiti-L.

tccr, *c ' M"( of U#orgia appeared
executioner.
The subject under discussion wst the boundary

of Texas. Mr. Davis of Mississippi denied the

power of Congress to reduce the boundaries of a

sovereign State, and denounced the attempt to

purchage the soil of Texas and turn it over to the

Foljjral Government, as nn attempt which, if

successful, would result in the conversion of;

slave soil into free soil. This placed Mr. Foote,
a supporter of the project, in a dangerous position,
and he rose to protest against the construction
given to the proposition by his collengue. Evidentlythinking of his constituents alone, he becamevehement in his declamation, declaring that
the bill, if passed, would be a death-blow to the
monster Free Soil.would cover it with infamy.
indeed, that by the votes of the Senate already
upon amendments, the Wilmot Proviso had been
killed and buried out of sight and hearing. Mr.

Hale, ever ready to expose the true bearings of
the measure before the Senate, in a few humorous
but piquant remarks, called the attention of
Northern Senators inclined in favor of the bill
to the exposition of its nature and effects as given
by one who was, in fact, its originator. He indulgedin no personalities, no invective his
remarks were pointed, but bo humorous as to

excite general, almost unrestrained laughter
among the members.
The time, however, had come for his public

arraignment. Mr. Dawson arose with a clerical
solemnity ; the Senate was stilled; every Senator
was in his place; the leading men settled themThe

epcet* of Mr. Dawson bore every mark of
elaborate preparation. He commenced by expressinghis profound grief that the Senator from
New Hampshire should take advantage of any
unguarded expression of a brother Senator, with
a view to excite sectional feeling. It was not
Senatorial.it was not patriotic. And then he
expatiated upon patriotism, nationality, magnanimity,justice, insinuating, not asserting, that
in all these attributes the Senator from New
Hampshire was sadly deficient. He seemed to

pity him; to feel mortified rather thau angry
with his petty sectionalism, his cunning appeals
to prejudice nnd passion ; but he consoled himself
with a few reflections on his own high attributesForhimself, he meekly claimed unspotted parity,
all-cmhracing patriotism, the most exalted humanity,and a magnanimity unquestionable.
And was he not magnanimous? In the first

place, he was sustained by the united Southern
delegation, with, perhaps, a single exception;
then he had, we presume, the cordial sympathies
of the Northern Senators of both parties, with
the exception of Messrs. Seward, Baldwin, Corwin,Chase, and Hamlin. With a legion to back
him, with upturned faces all around him prompt
to greet with smiles his feeblest witticism; with
Clay by his side to cry, " hear him, hear him;"
with Badger in front to interject assent; and with
Cass just beyond, with his heavy countenance
almost kindling with delight, it was very magnanimousfor that Senator, without notice, without
pretext, to undertake, in a speech prepared beforehand,with documents and papers furnished him
by some scavenger in politics, the public arraignmentand condemnation of a Senator, standing
almost alone, with no party to rally in his defence,
and totally unapprized of the at'aok about to be
made. It was a magnanimous act. Mr. Dawson.a
beautiful illustration of Georgia chivalry.

After pronouncing a high-wrought culogium
upon himself, he alluded with touching eloquence
to the frailties of other Senators, not actuated by
the same exalted motives. Why, at this hour of
peril, throw obstacles in the way of an amicable
settlement of our controversies? When grayheadedpatriots were taxing their energies to save

the noblest fabric of Government the world had
ever seen ; w hen Northern men, with a generous
disregard of self, were laying their prejudices and
prida on the altar of the country.why should
they be stigm itixed as enemies to freedom, tniitors
to the intcrCitt*of their particular section ? Ah.
Webster ami Clay looked unutterable things, and
Hale, of course, was supposed to feel self-reproach
for the irreverence he hal manifested for their
joint wisdom and works.

Mr. Dawson proceeded to impeach, in the most
conrteous manner, the purity of Mr. Hale's motives; not formally, but by implication. He
indulged in d irk inuendoes about former -cts and
opinions in the history of that Senator, ringing
»L k-- - t t-a- »
iiic uuaugt-a UI1 lUCODSISlCUCy, HU'MI'U COUVerHlOD,

self-aggrandiioment, aa<l the like, till he had
raised cariosity to its utmost, and predisposed
the Senate for a development which should cover
the New Hampshire Senator with, confusion of
face. An<l then he read a manuscript copy of a

letter written hy the Rev. George 8torrs in 1H3A,
about n certain abolition meeting held in Dover,
New Hampshire, at which Mr. Hale stood forth
as the champion of the anti-abolition party. Next
he held up a newspaper, (a oopy of the Dover
Usietteof the same year.) In which was an article
falsely ascribed to Mr. I (ale, ridiculing the Abolitionists,and inviting popular vengeance againd
that Uritish emissary, Goorge Thompson, lie
disclaimed anything personally offensive to thl
New Hampshire Senator. Oh, no! that Scnatoi
had the beat heart in the worlJ, if it were at Umertyto act in obedience to the dictates of his ovA
judgment. Mr. Webster and bis friends leughld
at this, as a moat felicitous stroke. No, Iw.
Dawson oontinued, these documents that' he hid
read were not diagraoeful to the Senator frtmi
New Hampshire, they were honorable to him.
"Hear him I hear himl" cried Mr. Clay. Ml.
Radger sweated in an undertone. Mr. Wehetel
smiled. 1 1

Mr. Dawson then branched oat into general Pi
l>marks on changes in pablio men, the influence *

f party sud political motives, making frequent *

11 usions to t be sel f-seeking of political demagogues, 11
be self-aggraudixement constantly kept in view g.

y agitators and sectional declaiiners, giving the n

rhole such an application, in connection with the *

ocunieuts he had read, as to favor the preguiupion
that Mr. Hale, in changing his views, had "

ieen actuated by a sordid ambition, regardless of ''

he peace or welfare of the country. He diil not
. .LI L1 I_ ...n. L K..I »t.ut t!
uargii l U 19 upuu a I (11 IU D«» Ill.lUJ ifwiun, «'WV ».».»»

rss the burden of his speech ? That in 1S3.1,
1r Hale was a violent anti-Abolitionist; in

8.10, he is a vehement anti-slavery man; the
locuments showed it Mr. Hale, then, had
hinged his position. Why? Either from hon»tconviction, or from motives of self-interest.
rVould Mr. Dawson have occupied an hour in a

itudied speech, discoursing of patriotism, and
lenouncing sordid self-set king, and in general
erms assuming change to be proof of protiigacy,
irith the sole purpose of proving thnt Mr. Ilale
iad bocome an honest convert to anti-slavery
jrinciples? No; his intention was to suggest,
without formally charging, that Mr. Hale, in

becoming au anti-slavery man, had been actuated
by a low motive of personal aggrandizement. To
make the charge openly would be a violation of
the order of the Senate; would be so palpable as

to disgust men of ftir minds ; would he Inconsistentwith that sweet courtesy and notable magnanimitywhich the Georgia Senator so greatly
stfects. But insinuated slander is decorous;
iuipe ichment of integrity, by inuendo, is iu
order; suggestion of scoundrelisin is consistent
with the warmest profession of personal respect i
to take his brother by the beard and say, " art
thou well, my brother 1" while he plants the
dagger under his fifth rib, is in the style of the
highest chivalry.

iiut we have not done with this apparently
preconcerted exhibition of Senatorial vengeance.
Mr. Dawson had gone through hi* speech, and
was protracting the close of his remarks in a

tedious way, us if to give notice to the Senators
that the spectacle was over, and they now might
go. On every principle of fair dealing, Mr. Hale
was entitled to be heard in defence ; but, reuder.
what thiuk jou? Mr. Clay rises in such a way
as to attract, general attention, and moves an adjournment'Yes, the high-minded Henry Clay,
whom we have been accustomed to regard as above

any petty baseuess, sat by, listening with delight
t<kt.Uudr MI.OO a fellow-Sen»t^r.^-"«oue-j

aging the assailant by his exclamations, and then,
moved an adjournment so as to deprive that Senatorof a chance to reply ! The immortal Captain
Rynders would not have been guilty of an act like
that. The protestations were so earnest against
the motion, that he was obliged to withdraw it,
but, siying that he would adjourn himself, he
walked deliberately out of the Senate Chamber

Up rose Daniel Webster at the same time, and
moving about as if to draw followers after him,
took his hat and disappeared. Mr. Cass followed
with similar formality, Mr. Badger left his

seat, and other Senators seemed half inclined to

imitate these magnanimous leaders. We cannot
but infer that all this was preconcerted, with a

view to mortify and abash Mr. Hale, and leave
him to make his defence to empty seats.
We have described and denounced this shameless,unprovoked attack on Mr. Hale, not because

he needs our sympathy or support.he is a match
for all his enemies.but that the people of the
free States may understand what means are used
in the Capitol to crush the spirit of freedom, to
browbeat its special advocates, and keep in countenancethose Northern men who have resolved
to defy the solemnly expressed will of their constituents.
A word to Mr. Dawson. Some scavenger,

hunting for materials to gratify a weak malice

against Mr. Ilale, found certain documents in
New Hampshire annals, showing that Mr. Ilale.
some fifteen years ago, was a strong anti-abolition-
ist. They are put into Mr. Dawson's hands, who |
.. nwifr iuiAiiiwn w tnwr mem agamst m»
brother Senator.
That is one kind of Senatorial magnanimity.

We will show him another kind.
Some time during the session, somebody, anx-

ious to use a Senator as the instrument of his
spite against Mr. Seward, put into the hands
of a Senator of Mississippi a speech formerly
delivered hy him at Cleveland, expecting that the
gallant member would jump at the advantage
thus ottcrod him. He was disappointed. The
Senator carried the speech over to Mr. Seward,
stated how it came into his hands, and told him
that he did not feel at liberty to avail himself of
such means of attacking him The Senator is
hold and severe opponent, hut an honorable one.

DKB1TK IN THE HOUSE (IE REPRESENTATIVES,LAST WEEK.
Last week the House was almost exclusively

oocupir 1, in Committeo of the Whole on the Californiattue.-tion, holding morning and evening
sessions, for the purpose of giving an opportunityto members who wished to deliver their
views. The speeches were of course confined to
one hour each: Some were read, some spoken;
one was merely announced, the orator simply
'lesiring that it might be considered as having
heen delivered. No effect on the minds of memberswas expected to he produced, but Representativesdeemed it necegsary that their constituentsshould know that they were at their posts.
For the most part, empty seats rewarded the la
bor of the orators.

JL.ViE 4.
Mr. Thompson of Mississippi, in his speech on

t V. A I. V. a,,!,! #l»A ...I.t,o-..la
i iiv» -*iu, nniu i iic n uuic uuconuu t»»w iu »uv unuuo

of the imperious North.he wbb in favor of run-

ning the Missouri Compromise line to the Pacific,opposed to the Senate plan of oomprouiise,
and the admission of California as a State.

John A. King of New York made an animatedspeech, in which he said he would vote for
the Senate Compromise, if he thought it would
terminate the controversy, hut he did not believe
it would receive the sanction of the People, lie
insisted on the President's plan of adjustment.

Mr. Bingham delivered a strong speech, in
which he advocated the same views on Slavery
he had expressed several years ago, earnestly
urging the Wilniot Proviso. To the Nicholson
letter he uscribed the defeat of General Cass and
the Uemooratic Party in 184S.
Mr. Booth of Connecticut insisted on the admissionof California as a State, argued with

force against the extension of Slavery, and repliedparticularly to the arguments of Mr.
Alston of Alabama on the Bible view of the sub-
ject.

Mr. 1 Iowo of Pennsvlvania snoke in <ln> «>»»-

ning, advocating California and the Proviso, denouncingthe so-called compromise of the Senate,
as full of wounds, bruises, anil putrefying sores
He begged the Chairman to remember (for,

as the seats were empty, he would hare to prove '

everything by him) that he was in favor of at-
taching the Dane Proviso, the Webster Proviso, t
the Wilmot Proviso, alias the Ordinance of <1787. He did not care if it was called the JeffersonProviso, or the John Smith's Provisohewas in favor of prohibiting slavery in the 1
Territories, and preventing the admission of j
any more slave States, nn i abolishing Slaveryand the slave trade in the District of ColuinA
hia. If this was not done, remove the seat off,iJoverrtnienl. L
Mr Venable of North C irolina liked the can- \

dor of Mr. Howe.he preferred the bold assae- I
sin to the midnight robber. *

A compromise may he patched up, hut the rc/ jalt will he that we shall lie buried go deep thai ,no hand of resurrection will or ghoulJ raise us. ,He was fresh from his constituents. He ad- jdressed them yesterday; and he told them that jif thoj instructed him to trote for the ao-oalled t" Adjustment," he would not obey. California |had sprung up like Jonah's gourd.not however, 1
for as good a purpose, for that shielded the j
prophet s head.but had sprung up to take firwm a
the South her constitutional rights. He woo t
willing to run the line of 36° 30" to tho Pacific,
through the Tterritories, and make the ®*erJ*Nevada ooo of the boundariee of CnHforni*
Thon give Territorial Qoferomottti to Utah ami >

/ '.
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lew Mexico, west of Ihe Rio Grande. He
ould give to Texas all of her territory, and
onld not consent to offer her a bribe to part
ith a portion of it. He defended the rights of
ie Sooth ; and, in the course of his remark*,
lid that he never meant to lire where there w.s
o slavery. If it were removed to-mcrrow. he
ronld be in fivor of it the next day.
Mr. Taylor of Ohio did not see any "bleed,

jg wounds" in the country ; he was in favor of I
he President'* plan ; as to a dissolution of the I
/nion, the Capitol would crumble in dust >>efore /
he People would listen to the idea. #
At half past nine, the House adjourned. w

JUNE 6.
Mr. Jones of Tennessee gave notice or an

mendment he intended to offer to Mr. Dotj's
>ill. It is substantially the plan of compromise
inder discussion in the Senate, with two or three
.uiendments, one, striking ont the clause impoinga restriction on the Territorial Legislature
,m to Slavery.
Mr. Dunham of Indiana deprecated excitenent.blame*]the conduct of ultras in both secions.heldthat Congress had constitutions]

>ower to pass the Wilmot Proviso, but it did not
hcrefore follow that it ought to use it.and beievedthat the Mexican law prohibited Slavery
n the Territories.
Mr. Johnson of Tennessee bad a resolution

shich he intended to offer, read, instructing the
?ommu«.ix.u T:.zciXrin fa report a bill for the
Emission of California, and for the recognition
>f the Governments already existing in New
Mexico and Utah, and for the retrocession of the
District of Colombia,

lie advocated corooiomise and conciliation, and

laid, if the sereral propositions in regard to Slaverywere separated, he should hold himself nnBommiUedan to his action.
Mr. McLean of Kentucky was not in furor of

the Senate compromise.he w is in furor of somethinglike the President's plan.it wan un improvementon the Nicholson letter.hut he did
not like either.
Mr. Hoagland of Ohio opposed the pnrehaee

of Texan territory, and advocated the ground
of Non-intervention with regard to Slarery in
the Territories. It would sure the country from
disastrous consequents. It was the doctrine of
the great Democratic party, to which he belonged,
lie had maintained it in the election of 1848, on

the stump and elsewhere, and he saw no reason

for departing from it now. The extremes of
ho'h sides, be said, are anxious that the agitating
questions shall not he settled.

[Mr. Moagland is fnfbrtwcd that Non-interventionhas been voted down in the Senate by SouthernDemocrats.)
JUNK 0.

Mr. Tuck charged upon the pro-slavery minoritywaste of time and delay of public bnsiness
advocated the Wilmot Proviso.opposed the Senatecompromise.denounced the Nashville Conventionas unfit to be named the same day with
the Hartford Convention.

Mr. Dimmiok of Pa. advocated the admission
of California.contended thut Slavery does not

exist in the Territories.was opposed to all legislationby Congress respecting it, of course, to

the Wilmot Proviso.Insisted that the people of
a Territory ought to be left free to exclude or

admit it.
Mr. Bowie of Maryland favored the Senate

compromise, and enlogized Mr.Clay, considering
him as the second Moses in the desert surroundingus.

Mr. Dickey of Pennsylvania said that his constituentshave always beeu opposed to the institutionof Slavery, because they believe that it is
opposed to the interests of society; and he whs

opposed to its extension, and gHve his reasons

for being so lie replied to the objections urged
to the admission of California, anil was in favor
of immediately giving her a place in the Union.

In the evening, Mr. Meade defended a speech
made by him some months ago.advocated «H>

very.denounced fanaticism, and told the Whigs *

and Democrats that they must put it down, or it
would put them down.

Mr. Hubbard of Alabama rose to inform the
Pnvnmilfaa u-Kot tVift (lnmunJu KSu s>nr\af i f n P n t a

Are. They regard the territory Acquired from
Merira ua fflnimn" Any jufigliiiy to
keep them out of it will not Mt«*fy thein. They
expect to get it. I) is respect for the place would
forbid him from "tying what he thought of gen
tlemen if they do not divide. Iiis constituents
intend to have a part. " You hud better let
them have it," he remarked ; " I tell you for your
own good." | Laughter. |
He proceeded to show that the slaves of the

South are better fed and clothed, and have more
given to them out of their labor, than the agriculturistsof Europe and their lot U infinitely
superior to that of seamstresses who work for
eighteen cents a d.iy. He likewise referred to
the large number of whites in the prisons and
poorhouses of the North. There was more infidelitywithin Right of lloston than among nil the
negroes of the South (Jiving notice that he in
tended to write out his views, he took his seat
The House adjourned about 10 o'clock

JUKE r.
Mr. Caldwell of Kentucky called upon the

Democrats to come to the rescue There was not
a Northern Whig from whom they could expect
anything. He was for the doctrine of Non-intervention.If the House would give Territorial
Governments to New Mexico and Utah, without
the Proviso, he would vote for the admission of
California: otherwise, not.
Mr. Root of Ohio said.
The Nnrth havi* ttlvuvu mnnirooHwI

- »»*. « »<-V.

tugs of hostility to slavery; yet the South venturedto bring in thin territory, and run the
chance of its being made slave territory. The
people of the North were all one way ; and there
would be nothing of doughfacery here, if they
were honestly represented on this Hoor. The
Wiliuot Proviso was the dread of the South, but
it had mude California a glorious new State, an I
free. And this was glory, and more than glory
enough. He then paid his respects to Mr. Win
throp, who, he said, dodged, sneaked away, during
the earlier part of the session, to avoid voting for
the Proviso. The gentleman had said that he
| Mr. Root| had set a trap to catch him. If beSiad desired to catch that gentleman, he should
not have baited his trap with the Wilmot Proviso.[Laughter | There were other baits to be
made use of, and if he had one of thsm he might
count on a capture.

Mr. Johnson of Arkansas said the North held
butane principle.that of deluding the South
fromthe Territories. He denounced Mr. Stanly'sspeech.advocated the Missouri Compromise.repudiatedthe doctrine of Non-intervention.wasproud that he had urged the holding
of the Nashville Convention.said that those of
the South who denounced it were false and eowarJly.Finally, hs urged the support of the
Southern organ, about to be established here.
Mr. Puaean of Massr.obuactte ww fw the admissionof California as a State, for the erection

of Territorial Governments with the Proviso, f«,r
theal.olit.ion of the slave trade, for an amendment
rtf thn law I1IV1 »Wartf

»«v mn ui g i a,*f in* i rivoing vav huuiw i .judgesand ofTicialH in the ewe of fugitive sieve*
end securing the jury trial; nnd he warmly com

mended the sagacity evinced in the President s

plan.
Mr. Doer introduced a substitute for the bill

of Mr. Doty, providing for the admission of California,for the settlement of the Texan boundary
j nest ion on the principles of Mr. Clay's Omnibusbill, and authorising the People of the Terri
lories of Utsh and New Mexico to form State
Governstents.
In the evening, Mr. Jackson of Georgia appealedto the generous feelings of the North for

ustice. lie went far ths hiiaa01""' Compromise
ine. ...

Mr. Durkseof Wiseowia regained the great
ttruggle as a alorioss war.a war between truth

iad error, between Hbnrty and despotic Ths

intios will rlas ttom it* degradation and reassert
he Declaration of Independence Gentlemen any

ilavery must not bs agitated nor discussed Why
sot 1 Agitation in the very life of a republic , it

ths grsot element which sustains it. Theirs is

M V(. to establish harmony, order, and justice,
ritbout it Ws srs sanctioning here what we

lensnnosil OB the seas as piracy namely, easlav
Mr tht bodies sad souls of men, women, and
feildvea. Gentleman any, "Hugh! do pot agi
ate thia question, we have a pent mission abroad
Tbls Is gvona hypocrisy lie eharged it os the

rhele country We profess to despise the traffic
ad yet tolerate slave marts here, In (be centre of
be Uaioa.
Tbe Committee found itself without a qnorum 1

bout tea o'clock, and after eleven, tbe House ad

ournod.


